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1 addfBss- 



This application is abandoned in view of: 



Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is after the expiration of the 

. month(s)) which expired on . 



1. B Applicants failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 16SeDtemb6r2nna 

(a) □ A reply was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated i 

period for reply (including a total extension of time of 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 3 (a) to the final rejection 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only of. (1) a timely filed amendment which places the 
app cation .n cond.t,on for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal with appeal fee); or (3)TmSy filed Sques! for 
Continued Examination (RCE) In compliance with 37 CFR 1.114). wanmaynea Kequest for 

(C> ° ftnakeK T i,Ute f P T r , r6 ? y> ° r 3 b ° na fide a,,empt at a P-P* «» non- 

nnai rejection, bee 37 CFR 1 . 85(a) and 1 . 1 1 1 . (See explanation in box 7 below). 

(d) S No reply has been received. 

(a) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Malllnn nr Tw»««.fc«- a . a 

(b) □ The submitted fee of Is Insufficient. A balance of $ is due. 

The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18 is $ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 118(d). is $ . 

(c) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 

^'^SS^frV^ ^ draWin9S 35 reqU!red bYl the three - mo ^ P^od set In. the Notice of 

^^aTe^S^ 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 

4 ' D S^SE^T™" aban * ,nmenl "* ich " s » ned * »» a «°™V « of record, Ihe assignee of the enure Mema. ot d of 

on a ^d because the period for seeking court review 



continuing application, 

6. □ The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered 
of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims. 

7. □ The reason(s) below: 




ESKETTER 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



^a^assg i:^ bh w ^ to ^ *• **** °<^™ — 37 CFR „„, SMd be protnpuy filed t0 
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All Participants: 



Status of Application: 



(1) David A. Lamfa ^nn ^ 

(2) Samuels. Gauthiarfi Sfevens VoIcemalL . (4) 

Date of Interview: Time: 

Type of Interview: 

I3 Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes O No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
Claims discussed: 

Prior . art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED* 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 




terview, since the interview 
summary of the substance 



since the interview 



(Examiner/SPE Signature) 



(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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Continuation Shoot (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 09/915,615 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: A message 
was left with the receptionist at Samuels, Gauthier and Stevens, LLP, to ascertain the name of the attorney currently 
prosecuting the instant application. It was indicated that no response was received with regard ot the previous Office 
Action. As such, the case was technically abandoned, and confirmation of the status of the case was sought. No 
return phone call was received regarding the Instant case, and it was presumed that the no response was filed and 
that the case was abandoned. ; 



